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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to the RCE filed 8/4/05. 

2. Claims 1-5 remain pending in the application. Claim 1 is an independent claim. 

3. The rejections of claims 1-5 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Pulliam 
in view of Barrett have been withdrawn pursuant to applicant's amendment. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Knight et 
ah, USPN 6,804,675 filed (3/17/03) in view of Harvey et al., USPN 6,519,629 filed (10/2/01). 
In reference to independent claim 1, Knight teaches: 

In response to the user specified search parameters, a request is sent to community search 
robot (or customized search robot at server, which in turn queries database management routine 
to retrieve entries meeting the user's search/filter criteria (compare to "receiving a search 
criterion from a customer for producing search results"). See column 11, lines 30-35. 

Groups of the same matching the user's query criteria are easily and rapidly located. 
These entries are then transmitted to the user's computer system (compare to "obtaining and 
transmitting the search results to the customer"). See column 1 1, lines 35-40. 
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The system provides an optional linking feature, which can also be implemented so that, 
upon viewing such rankings in window, the user can then automatically click and see the set of 
postings for such author/company, etc. in message listing area and peruse them in the normal 
fashion. The reference discloses a clickable link, however, Knight fails to explicitly teach an 
invitation to be included in the target list. Harvey provides a method for creating communities in 
a web environment. More specifically, the reference teaches search tags/metatags to locate these 
communities and a presentation method to invite users to join a specific community. The 
invitations taught by Harvey prompt an invited user to accept an invitation and provide further 
information. A user may launch an executable component according to know launching methods 
(double clicking on an executable icon). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art, having the teachings of Knight and Harvey before him at the time the invention was 
made, to modify the optional linking feature method taught by Knight to include the invitation 
techniques of Harvey, because the invitation would decrease the amount of links presented to the 
user at one time and would avoid confusion with an invited user. 
In reference to dependent claim 2, Knight teaches: 

The system provides an optional linking feature which can also be implemented so that, 
upon viewing such rankings in window, the user can then automatically click and see the set of 
postings for such author/company, etc. in message listing area and peruse them in the normal 
fashion. The reference discloses a clickable link, however, Knight fails to explicitly teach an 
invitation to be included in the target list. Harvey provides a method for creating communities in 
a web environment. More specifically, the reference teaches search tags/metatags to locate these 
communities and a presentation method to invite users to join a specific community. The 
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invitations taught by Harvey prompt an invited user to accept an invitation and provide further 
information. By way of example only, an acceptance component may prompt a user to accept an 
invitation, provide user identification for the community and provide a password for the 
community. Other manners of providing acceptance components may also be used. See column 
15, lines 20-35. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teachings of Knight and Harvey before him at the time the invention was made, to modify the 
optional linking feature method taught by Knight to include the invitation techniques of Harvey, 
because the invitation would decrease the amount of links presented to the user at one time and 
would avoid confusion with an invited user. 
In reference to dependent claim 3-5, Knight teaches: 

The system provides an optional linking feature which can also be implemented so that, upon 
viewing such rankings in window, the user can then automatically click and see the set of 
postings for such author/company, etc. in message listing area and peruse them in the normal 
fashion. The reference discloses a clickable link, however, Knight fails to explicitly teach the 
step of transmitting a confirmation request using the contact information. Harvey provides a 
method for creating communities in a web environment. More specifically, invitations to groups 
require the user to accept the invitation. A user may be prompted to provide other user 
information, as well as enter a password and confirm it. See column 15, lines 57-61. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of Knight and Harvey 
before him at the time the invention was made, to modify the optional linking feature method 
taught by Knight to include the invitation techniques of Harvey, because the invitation would 
provide security to overall web community and selectivity by an author. 
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Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-5 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Wong et al., USPN 6,708,172 filed (6/14/05) 

Van Duyne et al., USPN 6,859,784 filed (9/28/99) 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Matthew J. Ludwig whose telephone number is 571-272-4127. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00am-6:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on 571-272-4124. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 



Application/Control Number: 09/653,840 



Page 



Art Unit: 2178 

system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the 
Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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September 30, 2005 




